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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

Applicant's election of Group I in the reply filed on 24 October 2007 is 
acknowledged. Because applicant did not distinctly and specifically point out the 
supposed errors in the restriction requirement, the election has been treated as an 
election without traverse (MPEP § 818.03(a)). 

Claim 1 has been amended and claims 8, 10-18, 21, 22, and 24-46 have been 
canceled. Claims 1-7, 9, 19-20 and 23 are currently pending and under examination. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

The listing of references in the specification is not a proper information disclosure 
statement. 37 CFR 1 .98(b) requires a list of all patents, publications, or other 
information submitted for consideration by the Office, and MPEP § 609.04(a) states, 
"the list may not be incorporated into the specification but must be submitted in a 
separate paper." Therefore, unless the references have been cited by the examiner on 
form PTO-892, they have not been considered. 

The information disclosure statements (IDS) submitted on 13 July 2006 and 01 
July 2005 are in compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97 and have been 
considered by the examiner. 

Specification 

The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1-7, 9, 19-20 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application 
was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

The claims are directed to methods of stimulating angiogenesis by the 
administration of the peptide of SEQ ID NO:4 or a "variant or fragment thereof that has 
at least 90% sequence identity with SEQ ID NO:4 and that retains angiogenic activity". 
However, the instant specification fails to describe peptides of this nature such that the 
molecule would retain angiogenic activity. 

The claims are drawn to methods of using a composition comprising a 
polypeptide having at least 90% sequence identity with a particular disclosed amino 
acid sequence. The claims do not require that the polypeptide possess any particular 
particular conserved structure, or other disclosed distinguishing feature. Thus, the 
claims are drawn to a method of using a genus of molecules that is defined only by 
sequence identity and a wished for activity. 

To provide evidence of possession of a claimed genus, the specification must 
provide sufficient distinguishing identifying characteristics of the genus. The factors to 
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be considered include disclosure of compete or partial structure, physical and/or 
chemical properties, functional characteristics, structure/function correlation, methods of 
making the claimed product, or any combination thereof. In this case, the only factor 
present in the claim is a partial structure in the form of a recitation of percent identity. 
There is not even identification of any particular portion of the structure that must be 
conserved. Accordingly, in the absence of sufficient recitation of distinguishing 
identifying characteristics, the specification does not provide adequate written 
description of the claimed genus. 

Vas-Cath Inc. v. Mahurkar, 1 9USPQ2d 1111, clearly states that "applicant must 
convey with reasonable clarity to those skilled in the art that, as of the filing date sought, 
he or she was in possession of the invention. The invention is, for purposes of the 
'written description' inquiry, whatever is now claimed." (See page 1117.) The 
specification does not "clearly allow persons of ordinary skill in the art to recognize that 
[he or she] invented what is claimed." (See Vas-Cath at page 1116). As discussed 
above, the skilled artisan cannot envision the detailed chemical structure of the 
encompassed genus of polypeptides, and therefore conception is not achieved until 
reduction to practice has occurred, regardless of the complexity or simplicity of the 
method of isolation. Adequate written description requires more than a mere statement 
that it is part of the invention and reference to a potential method of isolating it. The 
compound itself is required. See Fiers v. Revel, 25 USPQ2d 1601 at 1606 (CAFC 
1993) and Amgen Inc. v. Chugai Pharmaceutical Co. Ltd., 18 USPQ2d 1016. 

One cannot describe what one has not conceived. See Fiddes v. Baird, 30 
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USPQ2d 1481 at 1483. In Fiddes, claims directed to mammalian FGF's were found to 
be unpatentable due to lack of written description for that broad class. The specification 
provided only the bovine sequence. 

Therefore, only the polypeptide comprising the amino acid sequence set forth in 
SEQ ID NO: 4, but not the full breadth of the claim meets the written description 
provision of 35 U.S.C. §112, first paragraph. Applicant is reminded that Vas-Cath 
makes clear that the written description provision of 35 U.S.C. §1 12 is severable from 
its enablement provision (see page 1115). 

Conclusion 

No claim is allowed. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christine J. Saoud whose telephone number is 571-272- 
0891 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 6AM-2PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Manjunath Rao can be reached on 571-272-0939. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/529,1 1 6 Page 6 

Art Unit: 1647 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Christine J Saoud/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1647 



